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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The article addresses a problem that remains a permanent concern of researchers and practitioners - the concern to ensure business performance.

The evaluated manuscript proposes an original approach. Starting from a model substantiated many years ago, the authors prove the usefulness of this model even today.

Based on the method of decomposition by influencing factors, the model allows the identification of the strengths and weaknesses of the business. At the same time, it allows the substantiation of management decisions focused on improving business performance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes. The abstract meets the editorial requirements.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is well organized and includes a literature review and empirical research. The results obtained are interpreted.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are sufficient and relatively recent.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is clearly written. The methodology is explained. The results are discussed.

A conclusions section would complement the standard structure of a scientific article.

Also, presenting the limitations of the research and future research directions would increase the quality of the manuscript.
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